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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made 



2. Claifitf-14 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nosaki et 
al. (US 5673373). 

Regarding claim 1, Nosaki teaches a facsimile apparatus (shown in fig. 1; also 
col. 3, lines 50-57) which is capable of receiving confidential image data from an origin 
and which is provided with a confidential reception function (shown in figures 1 and 4; 
col. 11, lines 51-58, also col. 3, lines 42-57), comprising: a memory 46 which stores 
received confidential data (see fig. 3, item 46 and 61a; col. 3, lines 36-50); a notification 
data transmission means CPU 11 for transmitting notification data to said origin (see 
col. 2, lines 6-7) indicating that the confidential image data has not been retrieved from 
said memory 46 (see fig. 11 and 19; col. 6, lines 9-31 and col. 8, lines 22-31); and a 
deletion means 70 for deleting the confidential image data from the memory in response 
to a completion of transmission of said notification data by the notification data 
transmission means (see fig. 11 and 19, last item; and col. 7, lines 64-67 and col. 8, 
lines 32-33; also fig. 3, element 70; and col. 6, lines 1 1-24); Wherein said notification 
data is transmitted if the received confidential image data has not been retrieved from 
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the memory after a predetermined period of time (see col. 5, line 66 through col. 6, line 
7 and col. 8, lines 32-37; also col. col. 12, lines 6-8). 

However, Nosaki does not explicitly teach/state that the above underlined after a 
predetermined period of time for determining transmission of notification data is 
transpired within a predetermined period of time. 

It is obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art that the transmission of 
notification data to the source is a matter of programming timing information that is 
independent of the amount of time a programmer requires for transmission of 
information; since within a period of time is in fact a period of time that is required to 
judge whether to notify the sender that the transmitted data has not been received; this 
time requirement facilitates a network system that keeps secrecy of information and 
reduces a print waiting time of operator (see col. 2, lines 1-3). 

Regarding claim 2, Nosaki further teaches wherein said notification data includes 
at least a part of the confidential image data (see fig. 1 1 , first item; and col. 7, lines 64- 
67). 

Regarding claim 3, Nosaki further teaches wherein said notification data includes 
time information of the confidential image data transmission (see col. 12, lines 17-19). 

Regarding claim 4, Nosaki further teaches wherein said notification data includes 
an addressee information of the confidential image data (see fig. 11 and col. 8, lines 22- 
37; and col. 7, lines 46-50; see also col. 5, lines 43-52). 
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Regarding claim 5, Nosaki further teaches wherein said notification data includes 
information providing notification that the confidential image was erased (see fig. 1 1 , 
last item and col. 6, lines 14-34; see also col. 8, lines 22-31). 

Regarding claim 6, Nosaki further teaches wherein said notification data 
transmission means transmits the notification data when transmission of the notification 
data is not completed successfully (see fig. 11, items 'inform user...' and 'return'; col. 8, 
lines 22-31). However, Nosaki sloe- not explicitly teach/state that the above transmission 
means re-transmit the notification data. It is obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art that is in well know to redial/re-transmit to the source for transmission of information 
since the called station may be busy; the redialing/re-transmission for transmitting 
information insures data transmission while facilitating a network system that keeps 
secrecy of information and reduces a print waiting time of operator (see col. 2, lines 1- 
3). 

Regarding claim 7, Nosaki further teaches a prohibiting means for prohibiting the 
deletion of the confidential image data when the transmission of the notification data is 
not completed after a predetermined number of retransmission attempts (see fig. 19 and 
25; and col. 10, lines 16-43). Regarding the Nosaki teaching of limitation within a 
predetermined number of transmission attempts, the arguments are analogously 
discussed in rejection of claim 1. 

Regarding claim 8, Nosaki further teaches an identification means 31 for 
identifying a transmitter telephone number of the origin based on data transmitted with 
the confidential image data (see figures 3, 16 and 19, items 31 and print process start 
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steps; also col. 3, lines 51-54; and col. 9, lines 51-60); wherein said memory stores the 
transmitter telephone number in connection with the confidential image (see col. 5, lines 
43-51). 

Regarding claim 9, Nosaki further teaches wherein said notification data 
transmission means transmits the notification data using the identified telephone 
number (see fig. 11 and col. 3, lines 51-54; and col. 8, lines 22-31; and col. 7, lines 46- 
50; see also col. 5, lines 43-52). 

Regarding claim 10, Nosaki further teaches wherein said memory stores a time of 
receipt of the confidential image data (see fig. 19; also col. 12, lines 17-19). 

Regarding claim 11, Nosaki teaches a facsimile apparatus provided with a 
confidential reception function (see fig. 3, items 21-23; col. 3, lines 42-57 and col. 4, line 
57), comprising: a memory which stores received confidential image data (see fig. 3, 
item 46 and 61a; col. 11, lines 51-58 and col. 3, lines 36-50); an output means for 
outputting stored confidential image data from said memory in response to input of a 
password by an operator (see fig. 3, item 35, col. 5, lines 32-37 and col. 6, lines 9-24); a 
determination means for determining whether confidential image data has been 
outputted by the output means 35 after a predetermined time after reception of the 
confidential image data (see fig. 11, item inform user; see col. 1, lines 57-63; and col. 8, 
lines col. 8, lines 22-31); a notification data transmission means for transmitting 
notification data indicating that confidential image data has not been output (see fig. 1 1 ; 
also col. 6, lines 8-24), when the determination means 61 (col. 3, lines 56-59) has 
determined that output of the confidential image data from the memory 46 has not been 
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performed (see fig. 11, item inform user; also col. 8, lines col. 8, lines 22-31); a 
detection means (CPU 11, col., 6, lines 24-31) for detecting proper completion of 
transmission of the notification data (see fig. 11, last item; and col. 7, lines 64-67); and a 
deletion means 70 for deleting confidential image data from the memory in response to 
detection of proper completion of transmission of the transmission data by the detection 
means (see fig. 1 1 and 19, last item; and col. 11, lines 51-58 and col. 7, lines 64-67; 
also fig. 3, element 70; and col. 6, lines 1 1-24). Regarding the Nosaki teaching of the 
limitation within a predetermined number of transmission attempts, the arguments are 
analogously discussed in rejection of claim 1. 

Regarding claim 12, Nosaki further teaches wherein said notification data 
includes at least a part of the confidential image data (see fig. 1 1, first item; and col. 7, 
lines 64-67). 

Regarding claim 13, Nosaki teaches a managing method for managing a 
confidential received image in a facsimile apparatus, the facsimile apparatus being 
provided with a confidential reception function (see fig. 3, items 21-23; col. 3, lines 42- 
57 and col. 4, line 57), the method comprising the steps of: receiving confidential image 
data and storing the received image data in a memory in the facsimile apparatus (see 
fig. 3, item 46 and 61a; col. 3, lines' 36-50); monitoring whether the stored confidential 
image data has been outputted after a predetermined time after reception of the 
confidential image data (see fig. 19, items inform file sever and secret print; see col. 12, 
lines 51-58, also col. 8, lines col. 8, lines 22-31); transmitting notification data indicating 
that outputting of the confidential image data has not occurred, when output has not 



Application/Control Number: 09/108,715 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2624 

occurred after the predetermined time (col. 12, lines 51-58; also col. 8, lines col. 8, lines 
22-31); detecting proper completion of transmission of the notification data (see col. 6, 
lines 14-23); and deleting the confidential image data from the memory in response to a 
detection of the proper completion of transmission of the notification data (see fig. 11, 
last item; and col. 7, lines 64-67). Regarding the Nosaki teaching of the limitation within 
a predetermined number of transmission attempts, the arguments are analogously 
discussed in rejection of claim 1. 

Regarding claim 14, Nosaki further teaches wherein said notification data 
includes at least a part of the confidential image data (see fig. 11, first item; and col. 7, 
lines 64-67). 

3. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nosaki 
et al. (US 5673373) and further in view of Karaki Masato (06070079 A). 

Regarding claim 15, Nosaki teaches a facsimile apparatus (shown in fig. 1) 
capable of receiving confidential image data from a source (shown in figures 1 and 3; 
col. 3, lines 42-57 and col. 4, line 57), the facsimile apparatus comprising: a memory 46 
capable of storing received confidential image data (see fig. 3, item 46 and 61a; col. 3, 
lines 36-50); a notification transmitter adapted to transmit notification data to the source 
(see col. 2, lines 6-7); a confirmation apparatus 61 adopted to confirm receipt of the 
notification data by the source (see col. 8, lines 22-26); a deleting apparatus 70 adapted 
to delete stored confidential image data (see fig. 11, last item; and col. 7, lines 64-67 
and col. 8, lines 32-33 : also fig. 3, element 70; and col. 6, lines 1 1-24). 
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Nosaki further teaches wherein the notification transmitter transmits the 
notification data after a predetermined time if the confidential image data has not been 
retrieved (see fig. 1 1 and 25 (item 3 rd parag.); and col. 1 , lines 57-63; and col. 8, lines 
22-31 ; col. 8, line 64 through col. 9, line 2) . 

However, Nosaki does not explicitly teach the deleting apparatus deletes the 
confidential image data when the confirmation apparatus confirms that the source has 
retrieved the notification data. This deletion method is taught by Masato. 

Masato teaches a facsimile apparatus (shown in fig. 1) that deletes the image 
data when the confirmation apparatus confirms that the source has retrieved the 
notification data (see lines 7-12 of abstract). Thus, Masato increases the capacity of 
image data storage by deleting the image data and prevents imprudent deletion of 
image data (see lines 15-17 of abstract). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skilled in the art to 
modify Nosaki's deletion apparatus 70 and incorporate Masato instruction control 
means 20 in order to produce a facsimile that would be able to deletes the confidential 
image data when the confirmation apparatus confirms that the source has retrieved the 
notification data. This resultant facsimile would have the capability to delete the excess 
image data information after receiving confirmation that the source has retrieved the 
notification data thereby increasing the capacity of image data storage for receiving new 
image data and prevents imprudent deletion of image data (see lines 15-17 of abstract). 
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Response to Amendment 

4. Applicant's arguments filed on May 16, 01, have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

This examiner has carefully examined the claims 1-15 in view of applicant's 
amendment. 

Applicant alleges (page 8, 4 th parg. through page 9, 1 st parag.) that Nosaki does 
not teach a notification data transmission means for transmitting notification data to said 
origin indicating that the confidential image data has not been retrieved from said 
memory and a deletion means for deleting the confidential image data from the 
memory in response to a completion of transmission of said notification data by the 
notification data transmission means, as well as other limitations of claims 1-10. The 
examiner responds that Nosaki teaches a notification data transmission means CPU 1 1 
for transmitting notification data to said origin (see col. 2, lines 6-7) indicating that the 
confidential image data has not been retrieved from said memory 46 (see fig. 1 1 and 
19; col. 6, lines 9-31 and col. 8, lines 22-31); and a deletion means 70 for deleting the 
confidential image data from the memory in response to a completion of transmission of 
said notification data by the notification data transmission means (see fig. 11 and 19, 
last item; and col. 7, lines 64-67 and col. 8, lines 32-33; also fig. 3, element 70; and col. 
6, lines 1 1-24). The examiner also responds that the applicant doe not specifically state 
what other limitations of claims 1-10, Nosaki does not teach, since Nosaki teaches all 
limitations of claims 1-10 as discussed above. 
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Applicant alleges (page 9, last parag.-page 10, 1 st parag.) that Nosaki does not 
teach a facsimile apparatus wherein a notification data transmission means for 
transmitting notification data to said origin indicating that the confidential image data 
has not been retrieved from said memory and a deletion means for deleting the 
confidential image data from the memory in response to a completion of transmission of 
said notification data by the notification data transmission means, as well as other 
limitations of claims 1-10. The examiner responds that Nosaki teaches a facsimile 
apparatus (see fig. 1 and col. 3, lines 50-53) wherein a notification data transmission 
means for transmitting notification data indicating that confidential image data has not 
been output (see fig. 11; also col. 6, lines 8-24), when the determination means 61 (col. 
3, lines 56-59) has determined that output of the confidential image data from the 
memory 46 has not been performed (see fig. 11, item inform user; also col. 8, lines col. 
8, lines 22-31); a detection means (CPU 11, col., 6, lines 24-31) for detecting proper 
completion of transmission of the notification data (see fig. 11, last item; and col. 7, lines 
64-67); and a deletion means 70 for deleting confidential image data from the memory 
in response to detection of proper completion of transmission of the transmission data 
by the detection means (see fig. 1 1 and 19, last item; and col. 11, lines 51-58 and col. 7, 
lines 64-67; also fig. 3, element 70; and col. 6, lines 11-24); the examiner also responds 
that the applicant doe not specifically state what other limitations of claims 1 1 , Nosaki 
does not teach; since Nosaki teaches all limitations of claim 11, as discussed above. 

Applicant, regarding claim 13, alleges (page 10, last parag.-page 11, 1 st parag.) 
that Nosaki does not teach monitoring whether the stored confidential image data has 
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been outputted within a predetermined time after reception of the confidential image 
data, transmitting notification data indicating that outputting of the confidential image 
data has not occurred, when output has not occurred within the predetermined time, 
detecting proper completion of transmission of the notification data, and deleting the 
confidential image data from the memory in response to a detection of the proper 
completion of transmission of the notification data. The examiner responds that Nosaki 
teaches monitoring whether the stored confidential image data has been outputted after 
a predetermined time after reception of the confidential image data (see fig. 19, items 
inform file sever and secret print; see col. 12, lines 51-58, also col. 8, lines col. 8, lines 
22-31); transmitting notification data indicating that outputting of the confidential image 
data has not occurred, when output has not occurred after the predetermined time (col. 
12, lines 51-58; also col. 8, lines col. 8, lines 22-31); detecting proper completion of 
transmission of the notification data (see col. 6, lines 14-23); and deleting the 
confidential image data from the memory in response to a detection of the proper 
completion of transmission of the notification data (see fig. 11, last item; and col. 7, lines 
64-67). Regarding the Nosaki teaching of the limitation within a predetermined number 
of transmission attempts, the arguments are analogously discussed in rejection of claim 
1. 

Applicant, regarding claim 15, alleges (page 12, 2 nd -3 rd parag.) that the 
combination of Nosaki and Masato do not teach a notification transmitter adapted to 
transmit notification data to the source a confirmation apparatus adopted to confirm 
receipt of the notification data by the source, a deleting apparatus adapted to delete 
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stored confidential image data, wherein the notification transmitter transmits the 
notification data after a predetermined time if the confidential image data has not been 
retrieved. The examiner responds that Nosaki teaches a notification transmitter 
adapted to transmit notification data to the source (see col. 2, lines 6-7); a confirmation 
apparatus 61 adopted to confirm receipt of the notification data by the source (see col. 
8, lines 22-26); a deleting apparatus 70 adapted to delete stored confidential image data 
(see fig. 11, last item; and col. 7. lines 64-67 and col. 8. lines 32-33 : also fig. 3, element 
70; and col. 6, lines 1 1-24). Nosaki further teaches wherein the notification transmitter 
transmits the notification data after a predetermined time if the confidential image data 
has not been retrieved (see fig. 11 and 25 (item 3 rd parag.); and col. 1, lines 57-63; and 
col. 8, lines 22-31; col. 8. line 64 through col. 9. line 2) . However, Nosaki does not 
explicitly teach the deleting apparatus deletes the confidential image data when the 
confirmation apparatus confirms that the source has retrieved the notification data. This 
deletion method is taught by Masato. Masato teaches a facsimile apparatus (shown in 
fig. 1) that deletes the image data when the confirmation apparatus confirms that the 
source has retrieved the notification data (see lines 7-12 of abstract). Thus, Masato 
increases the capacity of image data storage by deleting the image data and prevents 
imprudent deletion of image data (see lines 15-17 of abstract). Therefore it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skilled in the art to modify Nosaki's deletion 
apparatus 70 and incorporate Masato instruction control means 20 in order to produce a 
facsimile that would be able to deletes the confidential image data when the 
confirmation apparatus confirms that the source has retrieved the notification data. This 
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resultant facsimile would have the capability to delete the excess image data 
information after receiving confirmation that the source has retrieved the notification 
data thereby increasing the capacity of image data storage for receiving new image 
data and prevents imprudent deletion of image data (see lines 15-17 of abstract). 
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